COLERIDGE

antagonists. Sensualism is the common term of abuse
for the one philosophy, mysticism for the other. The
one doctrine is accused of making men beasts, the
other lunatics. It is the unaffected belief of numbers
on one side of the controversy, that their adversaries
are actuated by a desire to break loose from moral and
religious obligation; and of numbers on the other that
their opponents are either men fit for Bedlam, or who
cunningly pander to the interests of hierarchies and
aristocracies, by manufacturing superfine new argu-
ments in favour of old prejudices. It is almost needless
to say that those who are freest with these mutual
accusations, are seldom those who are most at home
in the real intricacies of the question, or who are best
acquainted with the argumentative strength of the
opposite side, or even of their own. But without going
to these extreme lengths, even sober men on both sides
take no charitable view of the tendencies of each
other's opinions.

It is affirmed that the doctrine of Locke and his
followers, that all knowledge is experience generalized,
leads by strict logical consequence to atheism: that
Hume and other sceptics were right when they con-
tended that it is impossible to prove a God on grounds
of experience; and Coleridge (like Kant) maintains
positively, that the ordinary argument for a Deity,
from marks of design in the universe, or, in other
words, from the resemblance of the order in nature
to the effects of human skill and contrivance* is not
tenable. It is further said that the same doctrine anni-
hilates moral obligation; reducing morality either to
the blind impulses of animal sensibility, or to a calcula-
tion of prudential consequences, both equally f atal to its
essence. Even science, it is affirmed* loses tbte

111